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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time nriay be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 January 2006 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)^ Tiiis action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal nnatters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 . 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) K Claim(s) 1-10 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) KI Claim(s) 1-10 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)0 objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .1 21 (d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is in response to the communication filed on January 19, 2006. 
Claims 1-10 were previously presented. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 10 is objected to because of the following informalities: Replace "for 
binding a program module, which program..." with "for binding a program module, in 
which program....". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1 - 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The claims are generally narrative and indefinite, failing to conform with current 
U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English from a foreign 
document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 
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4. Claims 1 - 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1 and 10 recite the limitation "program modules" in "....for binding a 
program module, ...said program modules...." and "....for binding a program module, 
...program modules...." . There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the 
claim. 

5. Claim 1 recites the limitation "wherein the tags" in "....wherein the tags are 
supplemented with second tags,...." . There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

6. Claim 1 recites the limitation "program modules" in "....for binding a program 
module, ...said program modules...." and "....for binding a program module, ...program 
modules...." . There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

7. Claims 1 and 3 recite the limitation "said second call data " in "....the call is also 
supplemented with said second call data There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. 



8. Dependent Claims 2 - 13 are rejected based on their dependency from Claim 1 . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

9, Claims 1-3 and 6 - 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Parthasarathy et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,347,398). 

10. Regarding Claim 1 , Parthasarathy et al. teaches and describes a method for 
binding a program module in a terminal, in which one or several programs are running, 
and in which method subroutines are stored in said program modules, the program 
modules are provided with first tags, wherein to start binding, the program makes a call 
to a subroutine, and the call is supplemented with the first tags to select the program 
module for binding, in which the called subroutine is stored, wherein the tags are 
supplemented with second tags, that the call is also supplemented with said second call 
data, and that in connection with the binding, said first tags stored in the program 
modules are compared with the first tags transmitted in the call, and the second tags 
are compared with the second call data transmitted in the call, and the program module 
to be bound is selected to be the program module which matches with the first tags and 
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the second call data transmitted in the call (Fig. 4; Column 2 line 58 - Column 3 line 21 
and Column 8 line 10 - Column 9 line 8). 

11. Regarding Claim 7, Parthasarathy et al. teaches and describes a terminal 
comprising means for binding a program module, which program modules contain 
stored subroutines and first tags, and which terminal also comprises means for running 
programs, means for standing binding by performing in the program a call to a 
subroutine, the call being supplemented with first call data to select that program 
module for binding in which the called subroutine is stored, wherein the program 
modules contain stored second tags; that the terminal also comprises means for adding 
second call data to the call, means for comparing said first tags stored in the program 
modules with the first call data transmitted in the call, means for comparing the second 
tags with the second call data transmitted in the call, and means for selecting a program 
module to be bound on the basis of said comparison (Fig. 4; Column 2 line 58 - Column 
3 line 21 and Column 8 line 10 - Column 9 line 8). 

12. Claims 2 and 8 are rejected as applied above in rejecting claims 1 and 7. 
Furthermore, Parthasarathy et al. teaches wherein the second tags to be formed in the 
program modules contain a digital signature (Column 9 lines 33 - 38). 
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13. Claims 6 and 10 are rejected as applied above in rejecting claims 1 and 7. 
Furthermore, Parthasarathy et al. teaches where program modules are stored in a 
sen/er communicating with a digital network, wherein the terminal used is a mobile 
terminal and the binding of the program modules is performed at least partly by 
messages complying with the WAP protocol (Column 29 lines 3 - 29). 

14. Claims 3 and 9 are rejected as applied above in rejecting claims 2 and 8. 
Furthermore, Parthasarathy et al. teaches wherein the second call data are 
supplemented with a public key, on the basis of which the digital signature of the 
second call data formed in the program module is verified (Column 9 lines 33 - 38). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject nnatter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject nnatter as a whole would have been obvious at the tinne the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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15. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Parthasarathy et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,347,398) in view of Sites (U.S. Patent 
Number 6,728,880). 

16. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected as applied above in rejecting claim 1 . Although, 
Parthasarathy et al. teaches the program modules are stored and the second call data 
are supplemented with a public key, on the basis of which the second tags are formed 
in the program modules (Column 9 lines 33 - 38), Parthasarathy et al. do not explicitly 
disclose the second tags to be formed in the program modules are stored in an 
encrypted form. However, Sites discloses a system for providing trusted data (time), 
which is stored on the server that is protected by a digital signature (Sites Column 1 
lines 24 - 32). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to store trusted data in the encrypted form to maintain integrity of 
trusted data. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this 
because it would validate the trusted data (second tags) and the integrity is confirmed, 
for example, decrypting the trusted data can only be done with a corresponding public 
key. 
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Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 

Applicant is urged to consider the references. However, the references should be 
evaluated by what they suggest to one versed in the art, rather than by their specific 
disclosure. If applicants are aware of any better prior art than those are cited, they are 
required to bring the prior art to the attention of the examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Pramila Parthasarathy whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3866. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00a.m. To 5:00p.m.. If attempts 
to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Ayaz 
Sheikh can be reached on 571-232-3795. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to 
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the status of this application or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose 
telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Pramila Parthasarathy 
July 09, 2006. ( 




